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This patent application shall be rejected for the reasons 
listed below. The applicant may file any arguments within 60 days 
from the mailing date if the applicant has any argument against 
the reasons. 

REASON 

Reason 4: Since the invention in the claims listed below of this 
application is not satisfying of the requirement under the Note 
for Section 29(1) of the Patent Law on the points mentioned below, 
it should not be granted a patent. 



Note 



(1) When referring to 2.1(1) and 2 . 2 . 1 and 2 . 2 . 3( 1) of Section 
VII Chapter 1 of the Examination Criteria (Invention related to 
computer software) (In particular, note that a passage "In the case 
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of being not described in the claim" of said 2.2.3(1) is not 
overlooked.), it is understood to have to describe the claim by 
the information processing's with software using hardware 
resources as achieved specifically for saying that it is an 
invention using the law of nature. 

( 2 ) Furthermore, the purport that "Mental activity by human- 
is not an invention using the law of nature is described in (note) 
(1) (a) in the latter half of 2.2.2(3) of Section VII Chapter 1 
of the Examination Criteria. Moreover, when referring to 1.1 of 
Section II Chapter 1 of the Examination Criteria (A pattern though 
does not correspond to "Invention") cited in a same place, there 
is a description "When determined for invention claimed not to use 
the law of nature as a whole although there is a part where the 
law of nature is used, the invention does not use the law of nature" 
in the 1.1(4). Therefore, even if the hardware resources are 
partially described in the claim, since the law of nature is not 
used as a whole when "Mental activity by human" is described in 
the same claim, the claim does not use the law of nature. 

(3) When discussing it from the viewpoint of the 
above-mentioned (1) and (2). the description of the following 
claims is not a description of the invention using the law of nature. 

(3-1) In claim 1, there is a description that a "compiler" 
comprises a "syntactic analysis unit", a "code generation unit", 
and a "code optimization unit" . The "compiler" is software if based 
on common art. Therefore, according to the description of claim 
1. since the "syntactic analysis unit" , the "code generation unit" , 
and the "code optimization unit" described in claim 1 are parts 
of the software of the compiler, the "syntactic analysis unit", 
the "code generation unit", and the "code optimization unit" are 
also the software (fragmentary software) respectively, and are not 
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"hardware resources". Therefore, since the description of claim 
1 is not described to be achieved specifically by the information 
processing's with the software using the hardware resources, in 
view of the viewpoint of the above-mentioned ( 1 ) . no description 
of the invention using the law of nature. In addition, since it 
is described that ""program" cannot comprise the function means" 
in (explanation) of (example 2) in 1. 1 . 3(1) of Section VII Chapter 
1 of the Examination Criteria (Invention related to computer 
software), note that the insistence that the "syntactic analysis 
unit" . the "code generation unit" . and the "code optimization unit" 
that the compiler comprises in claim 1 are the "hardware resources" 
is not accepted. There is a similar deficiency in the description 
about claim 2 wherein claim l is cited. Also in claim 5 wherein 
having a similar description, there is a similar deficiency in the 
description. 

(3-2) In claim 3, the discrimination whether or not the 
"syntactic analysis unit", the "code generation unit", and the 
"code optimization unit" are the "hardware resources" cannot be 
discriminated only by the describing claim 3, Even if it assumes 
that the "syntactic analysis unit", the "code generation unit", 
and the "code optimization unit" in claim 3 are the hardware 
resources, the relation of those hardware resources and the 
"compiler" in claim 3 is not described in claim 3 and then it is 
unclear. Therefore, the description of claim 3 is not described 
to be achieved specifically by the information processing's with 
the software using the hardware resources , and is not a description 
of the invention using the law of nature in view of the viewpoint 
of the above-mentioned (1). Also in claim 4 wherein claim 3 is 
cited, there is a similar deficiency in the description. 

(3-3) Since the description that "the hardware defining of 
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the user definition instruction is input" in claim 5 is a description 
that cannot exclude the. possibility of describing the mental 
activity that human is performing . the description of claim 5 is 
not a description of the invention using the law of nature in view 
of the viewpoint of the above-mentioned (2). 

[Attention] 

Refer to cases 2-1 to 2-5 in 3.2 of Section VII Chapter 1 
of the Examination Criteria ( Invention related to computer 
software) for the description style in the claim. (The good 
examples . the bad examples , and the descriptions to those examples 
are shown for every category of invention . ) 

(Above, reason 4) 
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